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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office action lias been issued in response to Applicant's Amendment filed 
May 4, 2009. Claims 1-18 are pending in the case. No claims have been amended. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 , 7 and 1 3 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first and second paragraph have been fully considered 
and are not found persuasive. Applicant cites paragraphs 12-14 and 16 from the 
original disclosure to provide sufficient written description and enablement for executing 
a command "without knowledge of the purpose of the command." Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Applicant fails to show a proper written description detailing in full, clear, 
concise and exact terms how this limitation would be accomplished as claimed. 
Furthermore, Applicant falls to provide a proper enabling description of how this 
limitation would be accomplished as claimed. For example, Examiner Is unclear as to 
the meaning of "the purpose of the command." In paragraph 12, Applicant presents a 
submit command which, when executed, stores first data in a database. It is unclear 
how this command can be executed without meeting the purpose of the command itself. 
Examiner maintains previous rejection. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 -1 8 rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent No 6,065,053 to Nouri et 
al (Nouri hereinafter) in view of US Patent No 6,851,105 to Coad et al (Coad 
hereinafter) have been fully considered and are not found persuasive. Applicant argues 
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that the combination of Nouri-Coad fails to teach or suggest executing a command 
"without knowledge of the purpose of the command." Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Nouri discloses request message format information in the messaging between the 
microcontroller and the remote client which includes data such as start of message, end 
of message, sequence number, and check, i.e. first data; Nouri, col. 11 ,line 29 - col. 1 2, 
line 46. Examiner asserts that this protocol format information encapsulates the request 
information to provide error-free communication and security. This information is not 
part of the actual encapsulated command that is executed; Nouri, col. 12, line 63 - col. 
1 3, line 28. Furthermore, due to the absence of a specific definition or description of 
executing a command "without knowledge of the purpose of the command" in the 
specification. Examiner interprets this in the broadest reasonable manner as it would 
appear to one of ordinary skill in the art. As is commonly known in the art, a processor 
in a computer processes countless commands that are both simple and complex 
without any "knowledge of the purpose of the command." The processor simply 
responds to the command and executes according to its programming. The function of 
a computer processor is commonly known in the art. Both references, Nouri and Coad, 
disclose processors. Examiner maintains previous rejection. 
4. In conclusion, in an effort to better place the claims in condition for allowance, 
Examiner encourages further modification of claim language to include language that is 
more precisely descriptive and provides a more clear representation of what the 
Applicant presents as the invention in the specification in a manner which overcomes 
the prior art as presented. Examiner also reminds Applicant that although the claims 
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are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 11 81, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 
1993). Examiner strongly encourages an explicit definition from the specification of 
executing a command "without knowledge of the purpose of the command" or an 
example from the specification demonstrating this limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification slnall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
malting and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1, 7 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Claims 1 , 7 and 13 recites that a command is 
executed " without knowledge of the first data and the purpose of the command. " 
Applicant cites paragraph 12 of the original disclosure as support for this amendment. 
While the paragraph provides proper antecedent basis for the text of this amendment. 
Applicant's disclosure paragraph 12 does not provide a proper written description 
detailing in full, clear, concise and exact terms how this limitation would be 
accomplished as claimed. 
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7. Claims 1 , 7 and 1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, because 
the specification, while being enabling for executing a command, does not reasonably 
provide enablement for executing a command " without knowledge of the purpose of 
the command ". The specification does not enable any person skilled in the art to which 
it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to execute a command " without 
l<nowledqe of the purpose of the command " the invention commensurate in scope 
with these claims. The example described in the Applicant's disclosure paragraph 12 
does not provide a proper enabling description of how this limitation would be 
accomplished as claimed. For example, Examiner is unclear as to the meaning of "the 
purpose of the command." In paragraph 12, Applicant presents a submit command 
which, when executed, stores first data in a database. It is unclear how this command 
can be executed without meeting the purpose of the command itself. Examiner 
encourages the Applicant to provide further clarity. 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 1 , 7 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1, 7 and 13 recite " without 
knowledge of the first data and the purpose of the command. " Applicant has not 
provided a proper written description or enabling information to convey a clear and 
distinct meaning of this limitation. For the purposes of examination. Examiner interprets 
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this limitation to mean that first data associated with or communicated with the 
encapsulated command does not have to be processed in order for the command to be 
executed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No 6,065,053 to Nouri et al (Nouri hereinafter) in view of US Patent No 

6,851 ,105 to Coad et al (Coad hereinafter). 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Nouri teaches using a command pattern to 
encapsulate instructions and first data into a command object (Nouri, col. 14, lines 
32-37; reference teaches an encapsulated command and state information, i.e. first 
data); and providing the command object to the server host (Nouri, col. 14, lines 
32-37; reference teaches an encapsulated command and state information, i.e. first 
data); wherein the server host executes the instructions in the command object to 
provide second data, based on the first data, in the command object, and returns 
the command object with the second data to the client host (Nouri, col. 14, lines 
36-54; reference teaches processing the command and responding to the request with 
the appropriate action, i.e. second data.), and wherein said command pattern is 
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applied in a graphical user interface (Nouri, col. 6, line 35) and the server host 
executes the instructions in the command object without knowledge of the first 
data and the purpose of the command (Nouri discloses request message format 
information in the messaging between the microcontroller and the remote client which 
includes data such as start of message, end of message, sequence number, and check, 
i.e. first data; Nouri, col. 1 1 ,line 29 - col. 12, line 46. Examiner asserts that this protocol 
format information encapsulates the request information to provide error-free 
communication and security. This information is not part of the actual encapsulated 
command that is executed; Nouri, col. 12, line 63 - col. 13, line 28). 

While Nouri does refer to a graphical user interface, Noun does not explicitly 
teach command pattern is applied in a graphical user interface. Coad teaches 
command pattern is applied in a graphical user interface (GUI) (Coad, 
encapsulated command pattern, col. 7, lines 30-37; applied in a GUI, col. 8, lines 59- 
67). Nouri and Coad are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor of computer networks and data management within a computer network 
environment communication. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use Goad's GUI with Noun's command pattern 
encapsulation. The suggestion/motivation would have been to improve the structure 
and performance of object-oriented program development in a computer network 
environment (Coad, col. 2, lines 58-64). 

Regarding claims 2 and 8, Nouri-Coad further discloses the invention 
substantially as described in claim 1 , including wherein the second data provides a 
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reference to a resource (Nouri, col. 14, lines 36-54; reference teaches processing the 
command and responding to the request with the appropriate action, i.e. second data.). 

Regarding claims 3 and 9, Nouri-Coad further discloses the invention 
substantially as described in claim 2, including wherein: the resource comprises a 
database (Nouri, fig. 11; reference teaches data in a log, i.e. database). 

Regarding claims 4 and 10, Nouri-Coad further discloses the invention 
substantially as described in claim 1, including wherein: the command object is a 
single object (Nouri, col. 13, lines 4-16; reference teaches a single read or write 
command). 

Regarding claims 5 and 1 1 , Nouri-Coad further discloses the invention 
substantially as described in claim 1, including further comprising: interpreting the 
second data in the returned command object (Nouri, col. 14, lines 36-54; reference 
teaches processing the command and responding to the request with the appropriate 
action, i.e. second data.). 

Regarding claims 6 and 12, Nouri-Coad further discloses the invention 
substantially as described in claim 1, including wherein: the instructions include 
instructions for processing the first data to obtain the second data (Nouri, col. 14, 
lines 32-54; reference teaches an encapsulated command and state information, i.e. 
first data and reference teaches processing the command and responding to the 
request with the appropriate action, i.e. second data.). 

Regarding claim 13, Nouri teaches receiving a command object from the 
client host; wherein a command pattern is used by the client host to encapsulate 
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instructions and first data into the command object (Nouri, col. 14, lines 32-37; 
reference teaches an encapsulated command and state information, i.e. first data); 
executing the instructions in the command object to provide second data, based 
on the first data, in the command object; and returning the command object with 
the second data to the client host (Nouri, col. 14, lines 36-54; reference teaches 
processing the command and responding to the request with the appropriate action, i.e. 
second data.), and wherein said command pattern is applied in a graphical user 
interface (Nouri, col. 6, line 35) and the server host executes the instructions in the 
command object without knowledge of the first data and the purpose of the 
command (Nouri discloses request message format information in the messaging 
between the microcontroller and the remote client which includes data such as start of 
message, end of message, sequence number, and check, i.e. first data; Nouri, col. 
1 1 ,line 29 - col. 12, line 46. Examiner asserts that this protocol format information 
encapsulates the request information to provide error-free communication and security. 
This information is not part of the actual encapsulated command that is executed; Nouri, 
col. 1 2, line 63 - col. 1 3, line 28). 

While Nouri does refer to a graphical user interface, Nouri does not explicitly 
teach command pattern is applied in a graphical user interface. Coad teaches 
command pattern is applied in a graphical user interface (GUI) (Coad, 
encapsulated command pattern, col. 7, lines 30-37; applied in a GUI, col. 8, lines 59- 
67). Nouri and Coad are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor of computer networks and data management within a computer network 
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environment communication. At tine time of tlie invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary sl<ill in tine art to use Goad's GUI with Nouri's command pattern 
encapsulation. The suggestion/motivation would have been to improve the structure 
and performance of object-oriented program development in a computer network 
environment (Goad, col. 2, lines 58-64). 

Regarding claim 14, Nouri-Goad further discloses the invention substantially as 
described in claim 13, including wherein: the second data provides a reference to a 
resource (Nouri, col. 14, lines 36-54; reference teaches processing the command and 
responding to the request with the appropriate action, i.e. second data.). 

Regarding claim 15, Nouri-Goad further discloses the invention substantially as 
described in claim 14, including wherein: the resource comprises a database (Nouri, 
fig. 1 1 ; reference teaches data in a log, i.e. database). 

Regarding claim 16, Nouri-Goad further discloses the invention substantially as 
described In claim 13, including wherein: the command object is a single object 
(Nouri, col. 13, lines 4-16; reference teaches a single read or write command). 

Regarding claim 17, Nouri-Goad further discloses the invention substantially as 
described in claim 13, including wherein: the client host Interprets the second data 
In the returned command object (Nouri, col. 14, lines 36-54; reference teaches 
processing the command and responding to the request with the appropriate action, i.e. 
second data.). 

Regarding claim 18, Nouri-Goad further discloses the invention substantially as 
described in claim 13, including wherein: the instructions include instructions for 
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processing the first data to obtain the second data (Nouri, col. 14, lines 32-54; 
reference teaches an encapsulated command and state information, i.e. first data and 
reference teaches processing the command and responding to the request with the 
appropriate action, i.e. second data.). 

Conclusion 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth In 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

1 3. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TARIQ S. NAJEE-ULLAH whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5013. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 
- 6:00 EST. 

1 5. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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16. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Tariq S Najee-ullah/ 

Acting Examiner of Art Unit 2453 

July 7, 2009 



/THUHAT. NGUYEN/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2453 



